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DRAF丁

1. Type of Proposed State
loon nestino sites.

Developed:
residential _ acres
industrial _ acres

O pen SpaceAi/oodlands/
Recreation 2 Acres_

CHECKLIST

３
．
　

４
．
　

５
．

Agency Authority for the Proposed Action: Montana Fish. wildlife & parks (FWp).
Parks Division.

Name of Proiect:

Name, Address and Phone Number of Proiect Sponsor (if other than the agency):

lf ApplicaHe:

Estimated construction/cornmencement Date: Fall 2000
Estimated Completion Date: Fall 20bt
Currant Status of project Design (% completr), El6

Location Affected by Proposed Action (county, rango and township):
Flathead Countv. Sec. 22. T. 31 N.. R. 22 W.

Proiect Size: Estimato the number of acres that woutd be directly affected that are
currendy:

6.

7.

(a)

(b)

(d) Floodplain _ acres
Approximately

(e) Productive:
irrigated cropland acres
dry cropland acres
forestry acres
range land acres
acres other acre

(c) Wetlands/Riparian
Areas _ acres

8 Map/dte plan: attach an original8 112' x 11" or targer section of the most recent
USGS 7.5' series topographic map showing the tocation and boundaries of the area
that would be affected by the proposed action. A different map scale may be
substituted if more appropdate or if required by agency rute. tf avaitable, a site
plan should also be attached.
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9. Narrative Summary of the Proposed Action or Proiect Including the Benefits and
Purpose of the Proposed Action.

Beaver Lake, a 106 acre lake with a maximum depth of 1 1O feet, is located 4
miles west and north of Whitefish, Montana. lt is accessed via US 93,
approximately 6 miles west of Whitefish and 4% miles northeast over gravel
roads (Appendix A-1 - A-4).

ln 1984 the only public access to Beaver Lake, through private tand, was
posted and gated off to public use. ln April 1986, working with The Montana
Department of Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC), FWP acquired a
lease for two acres of land with road access. The lease has been renewed as
needed.

The east side of Beaver Lake is privately owned, with the remaining take shore
owned by DNRC. DNRC has designed an 18-lot development for lakefront lots
for cabin site construction on the northwest side of the lake, and two lots
adiacent to and east of the existing FWP access site ( Appendix A-2!.. All the
lots are leased, and the majority of them have been developed. While it is not
known how many motor boats are owned by the cabin owners, it is known that
two larger boats are used for water skiing.

The access road, turnaround, and parking areas were constructed in 1987.
However, it appeared that the road and turnaround profile had been elevated
uniformly 3-4 feet, not in accordance with the plans and specifications.
Therefore, the turnaround is located approximately 1O -15 feet above the level
of the lake. This makes access to the water difficult, as users have to drag their
boats down to the water and, even more difficult, drag them back up to the
road level.

View from water edge up toward the turnaround. photo by wayne worthington.
July 27, 1999.
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The proposal is to develop a concrete ramp from the end of the present
turnaround down to the water's edge.

Public use of the site has increased in more recent years. Many users have
complained about the inability to back their boats down to the water and have
requested that FWP develop a boat ramp. When the site was designed, a boat
ramp was included in the design for development in the future (Appendix A-3).

Records indicate that annually,2,412to 6,786 angler days were spent on the
lake from 1982 to 1984, when the access road and ramp on private land was
closed. From 1985 through 1989, Beaver Lake saw from372 to 857 annual
angler days. This reduction is due to the loss of boat access. From 1991
through 1993, Beaver Lake hosted from 1,289 to 1,400 annual anglers days.
This was attributed to excellent ice fishing. From 1995 through 1997, there
were 220 to 742 annual angular days.

Parking is presently available for approximately eight vehicles with boat trailers.
Construction of the ramp may decrease parking space and, therefore, pose a
limited possibility for an increase in the numbers of users on the lake.

ln the late 1950s, the Beaver Lake fishery succumbed to an illegal planting of
red side shiners and pumpkinseeds. ln 1961 the lake was chemically treated to
eliminate these undesirable fish and planted with rainbow trout, cutthroat trout,
and a few brook trout. Kokanee salmon have recently been planted. The last
planting occurred in 1999. The waters are managed primarily for rainbow trout.
More recently, fathead minnows were illegally introduced into the lake. They
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have become very abundant and compete with the young trout for food and
space.

There is presently a no wake restriction on the lake from 5 a.m. to 1O a.m. and
from 7 p.m. to 11 p.m.

According to Montana Heritage Program, common loons successfully nested
and produced two chicks in 1995 and one chick in 1999. Common loons arc a
species of special concern in Montana and a Priority 1 species according to the
state's Bird Conservation Plan. These birds need relatively undisturbed nesting
areas on lakeshores, particularly during May and June, when they establish the
nest site and incubate the eggs. Last year in June, biologists learned that
anglers were inadvertently, but frequently, flushing the adults off the nest site
located in the north bay area. To reduce these impacts, the biologists placed
floating signs 1OO-150 feet from the nest site to warn boaters. This was the
first year signs had been used; it appears they may have helped with nesting
success. Loon information signs were also placed around the lake, letting users
know loons occur on this !ake.

10. Listing of any other local, state, or federal agency that has overlapping or additional
jurisdiction.

(a) Permits:

Aoencv Name Permit Date Filed/#
Dept. of Natural Resources # L-2956
and Conservation. (DNRC)

2250 Hwy. 93 North
Kalispell, MT 59901-2557

Funding:

Aoencv Name

April 1 1, 1986

FWP S25′000

Other Overlapping or Additional Jurisdictional Responsibilities:

Aoencv Name Tvoe of Resoonsibilitv
DNRC Permit Administration

11. List of Agencies Consulted During Preparation of the EA:

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP)

Department of Natural Besources and Conservation (DNRC)

(b)

Fundino Amount

(C
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Can lmpact
be Mitigated

a. Soi! instabilaty or changes in geologic
substructure?

b. Disruption, displacemsnt, €rosion,
compaction, moisturo loss, or over-covering
of soil which would reduce productivity or

c. Destruction, covering or modification of
any unique geologic or physical features?

d. Changes in siltation, deposition or erosion
patterns that may modify the channel of a
river or stream or the bed or shore of a lake?

e. Exposure of people or property to
earthquakes, landslides, ground failure, or
other natural hazard?

1. LAND RESOURCES

Will the proposcd astion rclult in:

Narrativc Dcscription and Evrluation of thc Cumulativc and Sccondary Effcctg on Land Rcsourccs (Anach additional pages of narrative if noodod):

lb. Some trsss will bc rcmovcd and rockr, soil, and gravcl movcd to form a stable foundation for a concrete boat ramp.

^This wi1 croatc sornc disruption of t'rc naturd condition of t'rc cxisting arca. The banks of the ramp will be vegetated
-rith 

appropriatc ysgetation to reducc and climinatc soil crosion. Thc concrctc ramp will be an aid to eliminate erosion and

sittation into thc lake.

1d. Any construction, public usc, and constructaon of a structurc into and adiacent to a body of water will create some

erosion and siltation to ttat body of watcr durhg thc construction period. The construction area wilt be vegetated, and

the concrete surface of thc ramp will hclp climinatc a major portion of crosion and siltation; however, some minor siltation

may still occur.
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a. Emission of air Pollutants or
deterioration of ambient air quality? (also

b. Creation of obiectionable odors?

c. Alteration of air movgment, moisture, or
temperature pattsrns or any change in

climate, either locally or regionally?

d. Adverse effects on vogstation, including

crops, due to increased emissions of

e. For P-R/D-J oroieas, willthe project

result in any discharge which will conflict
with federal or state air quality regs? (Also

2. AIR

Wilt thc propored action.rcrult kr:
lMPACT Can lmpact

Be
Mitigated

Comment
lndex

Narrativc Dcecription 
"rra 

gra*ti* of thc Cumulativc and Sccondary Effccta on Air Rcsourcce (Anach additional pages of narrative if needed):
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3. WATER

Wilt thc proposed sction rcsult in:
IMPACT Can

lmpact Be
Mitigated

Comment
lndex

j. Effects on other water
any alteration in surface

users as a result of
or groundwater

iw?

3a. Use of a concretg ramp witt eliminate most sittation. There will be a slight discharge into the lake whenever it rains.

Th" ..ornt will be so smatl that it will not significantly impact water quality or turbidity.

a. Discharge into surface water or any
alteration of surface water cuality including but
not limited to tomperaturs, dissolved orygen or

b. Changes in drainage patterns or the rate and
amount of surface runoff?

c. Alteration of the coursa or magnitude of
flood water or other flows?

d. Changes in the amount of surface water in
any water body or creation of a new water

e. Exposure of people or property to water
related hazards such as flooding?

f. Changes in the quality of groundwater?

g. Changes in the quantity of groundwater?

h. lncrease in risk of contamination of surface
or groundwater?

i. Effects on any existing water right or

k. Effects on other users as a result of any
alteration in surface or groundwater quantity?

l. For P-R/D-J, will the project affect a
designated floodplain? (Also see 3c)

m. For P-R/D-J, will the project result in any
discharge that will affect federal or state water
quality regulations? (Also see 3a)

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulativc and Secondary Effocts on Water Resourcos (Anach additional pagos of narrstivo if neoded):
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4. VEGETATION

Wll the proposed action result in:

a. Changes in the diversity, productivity or
abundance of plant species (including tre€s,

and aquatic plants)?

b. Alteration of a plant communitY?

c. Adverse effects on any unique, rare,
threatened, or endangered species?

d. Reduction in acreage or productivity of
any agricultural land?

e. Establishment or spread of noxious

f. For P-R/D-J, willthe project affect
wetlands, or prime and unique farmland?

:MPACT
Comment

lndex

Na,ativc Dcecription and Evaluation of thc Cumulativc and Sccondary Effccta on Land Rcsourccs (Anach additional pages of narrative if needed):

4L Noxious weeds may germinate aft6r the ramp is constructed. A weed control program is established in the FWP

program to managc noxious waeds. This program will be cxtended to this site.
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5. FlSHIW!LDLIFE

will th€ proposed action result in:
lMPACT Can

lmpact Be
Mitigated

Comment
lndex

a. Deterioration of critical fish or wildlife habitat?

b. Changes in the diversity or abundance of
game animals or bird species?

c. Changes in the diversity or abundance of
nongame species?

d. tntroduction of new species into an area?

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration or
movement of animals?

f. Adverse effects on any unique, rare,
threatoned, or endangered species?

g. lncrease in conditions that stress wildlife
populations or limit abundance (including
harassment, legal or illegal harvest or othor

h. For P-R/D-J. will the proiect be performed in
any area in which T&E species are presont, and
will the project affect any T&E species or their

i. For P-R/D-J, willthe proiect introduce or
export any species not presently or historically
occurring in the receiving location? (Also see
5d

Narrative Dcscription and Evaluation of thc Cumulativc and Socondary Effccta on Land Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if noeded):

Sc.f. Additional targe motorboats, personal watercraft, and other related water uses could have an increasingly adverse

effect on the nesting common loons on the lake. lt is thought that high levels of recreational use, particularly at

historic tevels (when tre access was betterl, could impact common tom nesting success. FWP and DNRC are

implementing actions to mitigate ,ccrsational impacts to nesting loons through a number of measures to insure

the take rematrs suitable for nesting. DNRC will bc notifying Beaver Lakc lease holders about the nesting loons

and tho effects boating can have on tfiem. Additionalty, DNRC has committed to posting loon information signs

and using floating nost sagns to protoct the loon nostang site. DNRC wll also be lead in monitoring Beaver Lake

each spring 4d summer to evaluata trc loon program. Depending on ncsting success using these measures,

additional mcasurcr might bc necdcd to insurc ncsting can continua. FWP is currently going through a motor'

boat rule-making process which might rcatrict watercraft near shorc. Depending on the outcome of the new rules,

additional mitigation may bc naccsEary. Additional steps could include a voluntary no-wake zone in the bay

where thc ncst is locatod. Or, if noedcd, FWP could pursuc a regulatory no-wake zone rule in the bay to protect

the loon nesthg sits. Anothsr mitigating msasur8, if needed, might include changes in fishing regulations.

59. The addition of a boat ramp wil! increase recreational use on the take, which may impact nesting wat-erf?wl, 
_

shorebirds, and other wetland or shoreline species. There is presently a no-wake restriction on the lake from 5

a.m. to lOa.m. and again fromT p.m. to 1I p.m. FWP is presently going through the rule-making process with

respect to motor craft on att Montana's waters. The effect of the boat ramp on near shore use of habitat by

wildlife could be mitigated by these new rules.

Pub‖ c Review Draft:6ノ 21ノ00 9
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a. lncreasos in existing noise levels?

b. Exposure of people to serve or nuisancs
noise levels?
c. Creation of electrostatic or
electromagnetic effocts that could be

imental to human haalth or prop€rty?

d. lnterference with radio or television
reception and operation?

Narrativc Description and Evaluation of thc Cumulstivc and Secondary Effscts on Land Resources (Anach additional pages of narrative if needed):

6a & 6b. The noise levels associated with boats and people will increase due to improved access and expected increased

use on the lake.

7. LAND USE

Will the proposed action result in:

a. Alteration of or interference with the
productivity or profitability of the existing
land use of an area?

b. Conflicted with a deslgnated natural area
or area of unusual scientific or educational

c. Conflict with any existing land use whose
presence would constrain or potentially
prohibit the proposed action?

d. Adverse effects on or relocation of
residences?

Narrativc Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Land Resources (Anach additional pages of narrative if neoded):

Public Review Draft:6/21ノ 00 10

6. NOISE/ELECTRICAL EFFECTS

will the proposed action result in:



8. RISK/HEALTH HAZARDS

Wll the proposed action rssult in:
IMPACT

Comment
lndex

@ithcCumulativcandSccorrdaryEffcctoonLarrdRcgourccs(Attachadditionalpagesofnarrativeifneeded}:

a. Risk of an explosion or releaso of
hazardous substances (including, but not
limited to oal, pesticidss, chemicals, or
radiation) in the event of an accident or othor

b. Affect an existing emergency responso or
emergency evacuation plan or cr€ate a need

c. Creation of any human health hazard or
potential hazard?

d. For P-R/D-J, will any chemical toxicants
be used? (Also see 8a)

Can
lmpact Be
Mitigated

a. Alteration of the location, distribution,
density, or growth rate of the human

b. Atteration of the social structure of a

c. Atteration of the leve! or distribution of
employment or community or personal

d. Changes in industrial or commercial

e. Increased traffic hazards or effects on

existing transportation facilities or patterns of
movement of people and goods?

9. COMMUNITY IMPACT

Will the proposed action rssult in:

Narrative Dcacription ard Evaluation of tho cumulativc and Secondary Effccts on Land Resourccs (Attach additional pages of narrativo if neodod):

ge. usc will increasc on the access road due to thc new boat ramp; however, it is not anticipated that this will cause any

adverse impacts. Access to the leased cabin sites, oxcept two not presendy developed, does not occur over this access

road.
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TO. PUELIC SERVICES/TA

will the proposed action:

a Have an effect upon or result in a need for
nsw or altered gov€rnmental services in any of
the following areas: fire or police protection,

schools, parks/recreational facilities, roads or
other public maintenanco, water supply, sowor
or septic systems, solid waste disposal, health,

or other governmental services? !f any, specify:

b. Have an effect upon the local or stato tax
base and r€venues?

c. Result in a need for new facilities or

substantial alterations of any of the following
utilities: electric power, natural gas, other fuel

supply or distribution systems, or

d. Result in increased used of any onorgy

e. Define proiected revenuo sources

f. Define projected maintenanco costs.

9. Other:-

Comment
lndex

Narrative Deacription and Evaluation of thc Cumulativc and Sccondary Effects on Land Rcsources (Attach additional pages of narrativo if needed):

1 1 . AESTHETICS/RECREATION

Will the proposed action result in:
IMPACT Can

lmpact Be

Mitigated

Comment
lndex

Unknown None Minor Potentially
Significant

a. Alteration of any scenic vista or creation
of an aesthetically offensive site or effect
that is open to Public view?

X

b. Atteration of the aesthetic character of a
community or neighborhood?

X

i. Atteration of the quality or quantity of
recreational/tourism opportunities and

settings? (Attach Tourism RePort)

X

d. For P-R/D'J. will any designated or
proposed wild or scenic rivsrs, trails or
wilderness areas be impacted? (Also see

1 1a, 1 1c)

e. Other:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effocts on Land Rosources (Anach additional pagos of narrativo if neoded):
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1 2. CULTURAL/HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Will the proposed action result in:

a. Destruction or alteration of any site,
structure or object of prehistoric historic, or
paleontotogical importance?

b. Physical change that would affect unique
cultural values?

c. Effects on existing religious or sacrsd uses
of a site or area?

d. For P-R/D-J. willthe project affect
historic or cultural resources? Attach SHPO

tetter of clearancc. (Also see 12.a)

Narrative Description and Evaluation of thc Cumulativo and Sccondary Effects on Land Resourcos (Attach additional pages of narrativo if needod):

Public Review Draft:6/21ノ 00



Can
lmpact Be
Mitigated

a. Have impacts that aro individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? (A project or
program may result in impacts on two or
moro separats resources which create a

significant effect when considered together

b. tnvolve potential risks or adverse effects
which are uncertain but extremely hazardous
if they wore to occur?

c. Potentially conflict with the substantive
requirements of any local, state, or federal
law, regulation, standard or formal plan?

d. Establish a precedent or likelihood that
future actions with significant environmental
impacts will be proposed?

e. Generate substantial debate or controversy
about the nature of the impacts that would

f. For P-R/D-J. is the project oxpected to
have organized opposition or generate

substantial public controversy? (Also see

g. For P-R/D-J. list any federal or stats
permits required.

13. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF
SIGNIFICANCE

Will the proposed action, considered as a
whole:

:MPACT
Comment

lndex

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulativo and Secondary Effects on Land Resourcos (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed): I 3.9-

A 31O permit will be rcquired from thc County Conacrvation District.

13a. There are some soven or eight environmental impacts that could cumulatively have an adverse effect on the present

situation at this site. However, alt of these impacts could be etiminated or drastically reduced if proper construction
guidelines, regutations, and monitoring sYstsms werG set up and properlY managed.

13e. lt is expected t'rat substantial debatc wilt comc from thc cabin leaseholders on the north side of the lake. There has

b"., ,"ry limited public accoss to this lake for approximately 15 years, and it is anticipated that some of the leaseholders

wilt want to mahtain this privacy. More important than the homeowners' concern for privacy is the protection of the

loon poputation. This could be accomplished through proper signing, monitoring, and if necessary, regulations, with or

without the establishment of a naw boat ramp.

Public Review Draft:6/21/00 14



De:cription and analysis cf reasoitabie allernati!'es (inciuding the no action alternative) to tire proposed

action whenevet alternatives are reasonably available and ptudent to consider and a discussion of how
the alternative would be implementod.

Alternative A: No Action. The boat ramp woutd not be constructed. Public access to the lake

would continue to require skidding small boats down and back up the bank to access the water
for recreation activities. Public use would probably remain about the same. As more cabins are

built, private users to a public body of water will have almost exclusive use of this public

recreation facilitY.

Build a boat ramp. Due to site location, this ramp will probably be user-friendly for boats less

than 16'. Mitigate for the common loon nesting habitat by use of floating signs, information

signs, public education, and possibly additional regulation. Make regulations apply to all users

of the water. Create as little environmental damage as possible during the construction period.

Use concrete for the boat ramp.

Alternative C: Construct a skid. ramp. trolley rail. or some other device so that small boats can

be off-loaded and slid down to the lake. and later cranked back up the slide. Such a device can

be constructed from wood and, with a winch with the proper gear ratio, can launch small boats

from the higher elevation into the water. Less ground disturbance, fewer tree removals, and

better rehabititation of ground disturbances will create less environmental problems during and

after the construction is completed. Vegetation and shrubs can be planted which will aid in the

restoration of the site. Provide adequate signing for protection of the common loon and post

regulations as they pertain to this site and body of water.

Preferred Alternative: Alternative B.

3. Evatuation and listing of mitigation, stipulation, or other control measures enforceable by the

agency or another government agency:

Special mitigation measur.es to protect common loons shall be implemented. These include

education, monitoring, appropriate signs at lake access points, floating signs around nest sites,

and voluntary or enforceable no-wake regulations.

4. Based on the significance criteria evaluated in this EA, is an EIS requiredT YES / NO lf an EIS

is not required, explain whv the EA is the appropriate level of analysis for this proposed action:

No, an EIS is not required. Although substantial controversy may exist, it is based on social

issues. Resource impacts to loons can be mitigated through design, education, and, if

necessary, regulation. An EA is all that is necessary to establish the proper methods and

mitigation measures necessary to properly manage this resource.

5. Describe the level of public involvement for this project, if any; and, given the complexity and

the seriousness of the environmental issues associated with the proposed action, is the level of

public involvement appropriate under the circumstances?

^ At least one public hearing will be scheduled. Legal advertisement will be placed in local

newspaper, and a 3o-day comment period will be allowed. An additional public hearing will be

held if necessary.

2.
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6.  DuratiOn of ooo■ ment period if anv:

Thirty days.

7.  Namer Jt:e′ addross and phone number of the

wavne Bo Worthington,Consultant
Landscape Architect

365 Surnrnit Ridge Drive

Kalispe‖ ′ MT 59901
Tel.No.{406}752‐ 2916

Person(s) Responsible for Preparing the EA:

PART III. NARRATIVE EVALUATION AND COMMENT

!E Somc tracs will bc rcmovcd and rockl, roil, and gravcl movcd to torm a stablc foundation for a concrete boat ramp.

This will crcatc somc dicruption of trc nattrral condition of thc cxirthg arca. Thc banks of the ramp will be vegetated

with appropriatc vcgctation to rcducc and climhatc toil crodon. Thc concrctc rtmp will bc an aid to eliminate erosion and

siltation into thc lakc.

ld. Any construction, public use, and construction of a 3tructurc into and adiacent to a body of water will create some

srosion and siltation to that body of water during thc construction period. Thc construction area wil! be vegetated, and

the concrctc surface of thc ramgwitt help climinatc a maior portion of erosion and siltation; however, some minor siltation

may still occur.

3a. Usc ol a concretc ramp will eliminats mo3t siltation. Therc will bc a cight discharge into the lake whenever it rains'

il-" .rornt will bo so smalt that it wilt not significantly impact wator qudrty or turbidity.

b Somc trces, shrubr, and grass will bc rcmovcd h ordcr to construc,t trc boat ramp. Side slopes will be revegetate

to reducc and climinatc crocion.

& Noxious weeds may germinate aftgr thc ramp is constructed. A wced control program is established in the FWP

program to managc noxious weeds. This program will be extended to this site.

5c.f. Additional large motorboat, personal watercraft, and other related water uses could have an increasing adverse

effect on th6 nesting-common loons on the lake. lt is thought that high levels of recrsational use, particularly at historic

levels (when the access was betterl, could impact common loon nesting success. FWP and DNRC are implementing

actions to mitigato recrcational impacts to nesting toons tfirough a number of measures to insure the lake remains suitable

for nesting. DNRC will bc notifying Bcavcr Lakc lcasc holdcrs about trc ncsting toons and the effects boating can have

on them. Additionally, OUnC iris committcd to posting loon foiformation signs and using floating nest signs to protect the

loon nesting sitc. onhc wlll also bc lead in monitoring Bcavcr Lakc cach spring and summer lo evaluate the loon

program. Dcpendhg on ncrthg succcss uslng thcsc mQasur.s, additional mcasurGs might be needed to insure nesting

can continue. FWp is currcndi going through a motor-boat rulr-making process which might restrict watercraft near

shore. Depending on thc outcomc of that proccss and thc rssutts of toon monitoring and education, FWP may need to

further restrict boat activaties around fie nesting sito or in thc bay area. These additional measures could be voluntary or

regulatorY.

5o. The addition of a boat ramp will increase r€creational use on the lake, which may impact nesting waterfow!,

shorebirds, and other wetland or shoreline species. Tharc is presantly a no-wake restriction on the lake from 5 a'm' to

l0 a.m. and agah from 7 p.m. to 11 p.m. FWP is pressntly going t'rrouch thc rule-making process with respect to motor

craft on alt Montana,s watcrs. The effect of the boat ramp on ncar shorc usc of habitat by wildlife could be mitigated by

these new rules.

6a & 6b. As usa hcreascs t're noise lcvel witt incrcasc dus to morc public rccreation and boats or other water craft usir

the lake.
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9g use will increaso nn thc eccess road duc to the nsw boat ramp; howGvGr, it b not anticipated that this will cause any

adverse impaAs. Access to the leased cabin siics, exc3pt two noi prssontly developed, does not occur over ihis accecs

road.

^lb, 
Thcrc il! 3o'c scvcn or cight cnvironmcntal impacts that could cumutativcly have an adverse effect on the present

eituation at $b sitc. Howcvcr, all of thetc impaas coutd bc climinatcd or drartically reduced if proper construction

guidelincr, ,"gut"tion", and monitorirrg syrtcms wctc 3ct up and propcrly managcd'

13c. !t ic cxpcctcd that rubdantial dcbatc wlll comc from thc cabin tcasdrotdeE on the north side of the lake' There has

bccn vcry tinritcd pubric rcc.rl to thirrakc for approximrtiv Gi""o, {d it is anticipated that some of the leaseholders

will want to mahtah trir privacy. lrtori importJt than t'rc ho-io*n"o' conccm for privacy is thc protection of the

roon poputatkm. This couid ba 
"".orpLirh"d 

through p.p"r.igning, monitoring, and if necessary, regurations, with or

without tha cstablishmcnt of a ncw boat rsmp'
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